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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

The amendment filed 30 June 2010 in response to the previous Non-Final Office 
Action (30 August 2009) is acknowledged and has been entered. 
Claims 1-29 are currently pending. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

1. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S. C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

2. Claims 1-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject 
matter which was not described in the specification in such a way as to 
reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the 
time the application was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. 

The newly added claim limitation, "which are not required to be in close vicinity" 
added to claim 1 fails to be supported by the Applicant's Specification as filed. 
Therefore, these limitations are considered to constitute new matter. The Applicant is 
invited to point out exactly where, in the Specification, support for these limitations can 
be found. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
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1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

2. Claims 1-3, 7, 8, 10, 12, 13, 16, 17, 19-24, and 28 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Rautila (US 6,524,189). 

In reference to claim 1 , Rautila discloses: A network game system implemented 
over a wireless data network, enabling real time simultaneous game sessions of a 
multiple players, said system comprised of: at least one network server for managing 
and controlling game sessions including the core game application wherein parallel 
sessions of the game are performed simultaneously; at least two wireless devices which 
are not required to be in close vicinity, having a first transceiver enabling wireless 
connection to the server (col 2, In 46-58, game server provides a game across the 
network and base station to the at least one mobile phone for play on the game units. 
The mobile phone also having a first transceiver for providing connections to a cellular 
network, see Figure 3 for a multi-player system, where each player is playing a parallel 
game session and co 41, In 58-65, The users may be linked together under the control of 
the game units 340, 343, 344 via a radio link 360, via a link 370 between the game units 
340, 343, 344 and the mobile phones 310, 312, 314, or via short range link 362 
between the mobile phones 310, 312, 314.). 
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In reference to claim 2, Rautila discloses: wherein the wireless device further 
includes a second transceiver enabling short range communication with other wireless 
devices (col 2, In 51-54, second transceiver for short-haul connectivity). 

In reference to claim 3, Rautila discloses: game console devices communicating 
with the wireless devices or directly connected to the backbone network (col 4, In 58-61 , 
The mobile telephones are connected to each other by a short range radio 
communication link, or , alternatively, through the public land mobile network). 

In reference to claim 7, Rautila discloses: a base station, and a game server, 
wherein the cellular network interconnects the base station and the game server, and 
wherein the mobile phone communicates with the game server via the base station 
utilizing the first transceiver (col 3, In 49-56, the network includes a number of base 
stations. Each base station has a radio transceiver capable of transmitting and 
receiving radio signals to and from associated cells. The base station can communicate 
with the mobile station in each cell). 

In reference to claim 8, Rautila discloses: wherein the network server may 
support one of the following services: SMS, email, MMS, video (col 4, In 30-31, mobile 
phone downloads email messages). 

In reference to claims 10 and 13, Rautila discloses: wherein the users are divided 
into groups, each group having a specific IP range (col 5, In 37-47, The playing devices 
may be "chosen" using group selector interface in a group selection process, for two or 
more players to be configured into a single group of players that will play a single game. 
The player can address with whom they want to play, especially in a location where 
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there are many combinations to player possible.) The Examiner submits that it is 
inherent in a local area network to assign a specific number of IP addresses. 

In reference to claim 12, Rautila discloses that two communication channels can 
be opened and used for data access or for telephone services (col 4, In 22-24). 

In reference to claims 16 and 17, Rautila discloses using the game system in 
conjunction with wireless mobile phones that have speakers, microphones, controllers 
and displays (col 2, In 59-67). 

In reference to claims 19 and 20, Rautila discloses: wherein the game continues 
uninterrupted, while at least one user is in offline mode enabling the user to return to 
online mode at any time and to continue the game with no effect on user's or other 
players' game experience and wherein the system provides the users with information 
status of other players (col 6, In 1-35). 

In reference to claims 21, 22, 23 and 24, Rautila discloses a random selection of 
one of the users participating in a game to function as a mirror to the game server that 
stores and transmits game information of the users (col 5, In 37-47, The playing devices 
may be "chosen" using group selector interface in a group selection process, for two or 
more players to be configured into a single group of players that will play a single game. 
The player can address with whom they want to play, especially in a location where 
there are many combinations to player possible.). 

In reference to claim 28, Rautila discloses that the application, like a game, is 
then possible to download to the mobile phone (col 4, In 25-27). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

5. Claims 11, 14, 25, 26 and 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Rautila (US 6,524,189). 

In reference to claim 1 1 , Rautila discloses using packet data networks (col 3, In 
66-67) in connection with a GSM network (col 3, In 43-47). The Examiner submits that 
it is old and well known in the art to use HSDPA technology to transfer data in a GSM 
network. 

In reference to claim 14, Rautila discloses that the mobile phone includes a 
display (see Figure 2, lead line 220), but does not specifically disclose a touch screen 
interface. The Examiner submits that it is old and well known in the art to substitute a 
touch screen interface for a regular display screen. 
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In reference to claims 25, 26 and 29, Rautila discloses a keypad for user input 
and a display for displaying information concerning the game on a mobile phone which 
are controlled by a controller (col 2, In 59-63). 

6. Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Rautila (US 6,524,189), and further in view of Anttila et al. (US PGPub 
2003/0114224). 

In reference to claim 4, Rautila discloses the invention substantially as claimed 
except for a player database that comprises profile and history data. Anttila teaches a 
network with a database that stores player information and state (pg 2, par 17). 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to have modified Rautila in view of Anttila so that more complicated 
games could be player on the gaming networks which can offer a user more variety 
such as high score record tracking and prizes by keeping track of user accounts. 

7. Claims 5, 6, 9, 15, 18 and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Rautila (US 6,524,189), and further in view of Sinclair et al (US 
6,554,707). 

In reference to claims 5 and 6, Rautila discloses the invention substantially as 
claimed except for location based gaming. Sinclair teaches location based gaming 
properties which identify the real location of the user and changes entities of the virtual 
game to correspond to the real location (col 11 , In 17-27). 
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It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to have modified Rautila in view of Sinclair to incorporate the location of 
the user to make game play more interesting and reduce processing time. 

In reference to claims 9 and 27, Rautila discloses the invention substantially as 
claimed except for predictive technologies. Sinclair teaches predictive technologies to 
predict the user's next move and providing advance data in the system (col 2, In 32-35 
and col 11, In 32-38). 

In reference to claim 15, Rautila discloses the invention substantially as claimed 
except for voice operated interface for playing the game. Sinclair teaches that voice 
commands can be translated to game instructions by an interactive voice response unit 
(col 2, In 1-3). 

In reference to claim 18, Rautila discloses the invention substantially as claimed 
except for a camera. Sinclair teaches that a user has access to data and image/video 
services (see Figure 1 and col 3, In 59-61). 

Response to Arguments 

8. Applicant's arguments have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 

9. The Applicant has presented several points which are intended to illustrate the 
differences between the instant application and the prior art of record, Rautila. 

1 0. As the claims stand, Rautila continues to read on the current claims. The 
Applicant discusses distinct points of difference which are not illustrated in the claim 
language. The Examiner suggest to the Applicant to amendment the claims in a 
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manner which explicitly shows the differences from the prior art. As currently claimed, 
claim 1 requires "a network server for managing and controlling game sessions..." and 
"at least two wireless devices with a first transceiver..." Rautila clear anticipates the 
claim limitations as claimed. 



Conclusion 

1 1 . Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See M PEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Marcus D. Jones whose telephone number is (571)270- 
3773. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9-5 EST, Alternate Fridays off. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Melba Bumgarner can be reached on 571-272-4709. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Marcus D. Jones/ /John M Hotaling II/ 

Examiner, Art Unit 3717 Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3714 



